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Summary of Faculty Senate Meeting 04/23/01 
CALL TO ORDER 
APPROVAL OF THE MINUTES 
ANNOUNCEMENTS 
1. Call for Press Identification 
2. Comments from Chair Nelson 
3. Comments from Faculty Chair, Jim Kelly 
4. Comments from Provost Podolefsky 
CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR ITEMS FOR DOCKETING 
779 Request for Emeritus Status for Lynda L. Goulet, 
Management Department, retirement effective May 31, 
2001, Gary Jon Hall, Communication Studies Department, 
retirement effective August 6, 2001, James G. Macmillan, 
Department of Chemistry, retirement effective May 18, 
2001, and Joel W. Wells, Department of Design, Family 
and Consumer Sciences, retirement effective May 31, 2001 
780 Approve a recommendation from the Educational Policies 
Committee regarding the criteria for awarding cum laude, 
magna cum laude, and summa cum laude designations 
781 Receive the annual report from the Committee on 
Admission and Retention 
782 Consider a request for the Faculty Senate to investigate 
a potential academic freedom violation 
783 Receive the annual report from the Center for the 
Enhancement of Teaching Advisory Committee 
784 Consider a request to include the Oral Communication 
Competency Policy in the Policies and Procedures Manual 
NEW BUSINESS 
Recognition plaques were presented to Carol Cooper and Barbara Weeg for 
serving two consecutive terms on the Faculty Senate. 
Cheryl Gaston, Assistant Vice-president of Marketing/Public Relations 
presented information on Integrated Marketing. 
OLD BUSINESS 
Election for Faculty Senate Officers was held with Senator Dan Power 
being elected Chair and Senator Laura Terlip elected Vice-Chair by 
acclamation. 
Senator Kelly presented copies of the revised Constitution for review. 










Considered a request from the General Education 
Committee to change the name of the General 
Education Program (continued from 04 ! 09 / 01) 
Motion to Table until Fall 2001 passed. 
Received and endorsed a report from the Faculty 
Senate ad hoc committee on General Education requesting the 
various majors to consider ways to personalize General 
Education offerings. 
Approved requests for emeritus status for Ronald E. 
Roberts, Department of Sociology, Anthropology, and 
Criminology, retirement effective June 30, 2001, 
Lynda L. Goulet, Management Department, retirement 
effective May 31, 2001, Gary Jon Hall, 
Communication Studies Department, retirement 
effective August 6, 2001, James G. Macmillan, 
Department of Chemistry, retirement effective May 
18, 2001, and Joel W. Wells, Department of Design, 
Family and Consumer Sciences, retirement effective 
May 31, 2001 
Considered a proposal from the General Education 
Committee and the Department of English providing 
options to sa·tisfy the writing requirement for 
students with ACT English scores of 27 and above 
for a two-year trial period. 
Voted to substitute a motion to endorse the English 
Department's initial request for a two year trial 
Period, with evaluation, to waive the SA General 
Education requirement for students with an ACT 
score of 25 or above. Substitute motion passed. 
DRAFT FOR SENATOR'S REVIEW 
MINUTES OF THE UNIVERSITY FACULTY SENATE MEETING -
04/23/01 
1565 
PRESENT: Karen Couch Breitbach, David Christensen, Carol Cooper, Jim 
Kelly, Lauren Nelson, Chris Ogbondah, Dan Power, Tom Romanin, Laura 
Terlip, Kay Treiber, Richard Utz, Katherine van Wormer, Shahram 





ABSENT: Kenneth Basom, Ali Kashef, Syed Kirmani, and Dhirendra 
Vajpeyi. f 
CALL TO ORDER: Chair Nelson called the Senate to order at 3:20p.m. 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
Motion to approve the minutes of the 04/02/01 meeting as written was 
made by Senator Utz; second by Senator Romanin. 
Approval of the minutes as written was passed. 
CALL FOR PRESS IDENTIFICATION 
Comments from Chair Nelson. 
A revised agenda was passed around noting that two additional names 
were added to Calendar Item #779, Request for Emeritus Status; James G. 
Macmillen and Joel W. Wells. 
Chair Nelson noted that there is Faculty Senate meeting scheduled for 
next Monday, April 30 at 3:15p.m. She urged the senator's to send 
alternates if they were unable to attend. 
Comments from Faculty Chair, Jim Kelly 
Comments from Provost Podolefsky. 
Provost Podolefsky commented on the Retirement Incentive Program noting 
the proposal had to be withdrawn by Human Resources. The Board of 
Regents had asked all universities for input as to what their interests 
would be and they are taking the responses under consideration and the 
topic will be on the Board's docket for the June meeting. 
Senator Cooper noted that the faculty should understand that retirement 
incentives are not an entitlement but because it has been ongoing for 
fifteen years many have come to feel it is an entitlement. 
Provost Podolefsky urged the senate members to check the UNI's home web 
page honoring the university's 125th year anniversary. 
There has also been added to UNI's web site a location for the Board of 
Regent's docket materials which means that anyone will be able to view 
the docket materials prior to the meetings. The Board will only be 
sending three docket books to the campus. 
Provost Podolefsky also noted that the budget situation remains about 
the same, however, there is a proposal to eliminate state supported 
Work Study by $240,000. About 20% of UNI's Work Study is state 





the $92 million set aside for salary increases. Which means about 35-
40% of salary increases might not be funded. 
At the last Board of Regent's meeting UNI presented a report to develop 
a partnership for training teacher's of the deaf and hard of hearing at 
University of Nebraska - Lincoln. It is not part of UNI's curriculum 
package but would mean that we would train students that would be able 
to go to that program at Lincoln. There is a real need for teachers to 
be trained in that area and this is a very low-cost way to do that. 
The committee to work on the First Year Experiences for Students has 
been meeting regularly. They plan to make a proposal soon to link some 
themed courses and possibly house students in the residence halls as a 
group, and then to compare that to students in non-themed courses. 
Carol Bodensteiner from Student Services has been heading this 
committee. 
CONSIDERATION OF CALENDAR ITEMS FOR DOCKETING 
Senator Romanin moved to combine Calendar Item #779 with Docketed Item 
#692, Request for Emeritus Status; second by Senator Cooper. 
Motion carried. 
780 Approve a recommendation from the Educational Policies Committee 
regarding the criteria for awarding cum laude, magna cum laude, and 
summa cum laude designations. 
Motion to docket in regular order as item #694 by Senator Ogbondah; 
second by Senator Utz. 
Motion carried. 
781 Receive the annual report from the Committee on Admission and 
Retention 
Motion to docket in regular order as item #695 by Senator Zaman; second 
by Senator Couch Breitbach. 
Motion carried. 
782 Consider a request for the Faculty Senate to investigate a 
potential academic freedom violation 
Motion to docket in regular order as item #696 by Senator Utz; second 
by Terlip. 
Motion carried. 
783 Receive the annual report from the Center for the Enhancement of 
Teaching Advisory Committee 
Motion to docket in regular order as item #697 by Senator Terlip; 





784 Consider a request to include the Oral Communication Competency 
Policy in the Policy and Procedures Manual 
Motion to docket in regular order as item #698 by Senator Utz; second 
by Senator Christensen; 
Motion carried. 
New Business 
Recognition plaques were presented to Carol Cooper and Barbara Weeg for 
serving two consecutive terms on the Faculty Senate, 1995 through 2001. 
Cheryl Gaston, Assistant vice-president of Marketing and Public 
Relations presented information on Integrated Marketing. 
She noted that the discussions of General Education revolve around 
expectations and experience. This is what all marketing is involved 
with. We are dealing with two kinds of expectations, faculty and 
student, and those expectations need to be understood by the faculty 
before they can be set up in the students. Experience is somewhat 
frustrating because the expectations are not clear. There are two 
opportunities to find out what the students experiences are; during the 
experience, and following the experience. Often the experience is 
remembered differently following the experience. The answers can be 
found in discussions, research, understanding what it is we are doing 
before we can "sell" it, and ultimately value it. 
Ms. Gaston stated that she believes universities have two products that 
we sell to our market; the expertise that resides here and the 
expertise that we let go in the students that graduate from here. 
Education is a process, not a product, but we do have to market it by 
producing publications, messages to attract people here. What we have 
that is most valuable is our expertise, our faculty. Marketing's job 
is to identify and anticipate the trends and issues that effect change 
and enhance or damage higher education. This is done by consulting 
with the strategic planning process and to devise tactics to push us 
toward our goals. Integrated marketing calls on a different focus, 
working with the faculty. 
The Strategic Plan calls for us to project, as much as possible, that 
we are here for students first, to provide excellence in teaching and 
learning, and solutions for the state of Iowa. 
Indicators that our marketing is working are increased alumni 
participation, larger audiences for the arts and other events, more 
students choosing UNI as their first choice, increased credibility seen 
as more media features, and other people telling our story. 
Chair Nelson questioned Ms. Gaston as to whether she foresees a role at 
the faculty or department level in working towards some of these 
marketing goals. Ms. Gaston reported that she will be forming a 
advisory group in the future to seek feedback, two-way communication. 
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Old Business 
Election of Faculty Senate Officers 
The Faculty Senate Nominating Committee had recommended Senator Dan 
Power as Chair. There were no additional nominations from the floor 
for Chair of the Faculty Senate. Senator Cooper moved that nominations 
be closed; second by Senator Romanin. 
Motion carried. 
The Faculty Senate Nominating Committee had recommended Senator Laura 
Terlip as Vice-Chair. There were no additional nominations from the 
floor for Vice-Chair of the Faculty Senate. Senator Treiber moved that 
nominations be closed; second by Senator van Wormer. 
Motion carried. 
Senator Zaman moved that Senator Power and Senator Terlip be elected 
Chair and Vice-Chair by acclamation; Senator Cooper second. 
Motion carried. 
Report from the Constitution and Bylaws Committee 
Senator Kelly recognized the committee members, Scott Cawelti, Carol 
Cooper, Hans Isakson, and himself. He noted that Dr. Isakson was 
appointed to a one-year term to this committee. Next fall the Faculty 
Senate will need to re-appoint or re-elect a senate member to replace 
him. The committee will be chaired by the in-coming Chair of the 
Faculty. 
Senator Cooper commented that she felt the past-chair of the Faculty 
should be the one to chair the Constitution and Bylaws Committee as 
there would be less work for that person. 
Copies of the revised Constitution were presented for review and Dr. 
Kelly urged the senators to share and review this with their 
colleagues. This revision will come before the Faculty Senate for 
approval in the fall. He noted that the things that have been added 
are in italics, with the exception of words such as ad hoc which were 
already in italics in the original Constitution. Deletions are seen as 
strike throughs. 
Dr. Kelly noted that there are three issues that emerge in the 
revision. There are departments that have utilized the voting/non-
voting faculty portion of the constitution contrary to the intent of 
the constitution as it was written. The second issue was the presence 
of P&S staff on the Faculty Senate. The committee's vote was split on 
the issue. The third issue is the fact the "no more than one senator 
may be elected from any one department" has been written in. We 
currently have multiple senators from a single department which 
eliminates having a diverse group representing specific colleges which 
the committee felt was in the best interest of the senate. 
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The committee will bring this before the senate in the fall, seeking 
endorsement, as it cannot be ratified until it goes before the entire 
university faculty. At this time, several faculty members who are 
noted parliamentarian's will be asked to review the revised 
constitution to see if it will meet up to parliamentary procedures. 
Senator Romanin questioned where the P&S is included. Senator Cooper 
noted that the question should be if people are also P&S, should they 
be elected as non-voting faculty. 
Senator Cooper extended her thanks to Dr. Kelly as chairman of the 
committee noting that he did an extraordinary amount of work on this 
document. 
Chair Nelson noted that a some point there will be a need for a wider 
distribution of this document, might it be published on the web? Dr. 
Kelly stated that he would like to have it passed by the Faculty Senate 
first before it is put on the web. 
Consideration of Docketed Items 
687 Consider a request from the General Education Committee to change 
the name of the General Education Program (continued from 04/09/01) 
Chair Nelson noted that at the April 9 meeting, the Senate requested 
Provost Podolefsky return with addition information on some of the on 
going efforts that are taking place with the General Education Program . 
Provost Podolefsky provided handouts with some of his thoughts and 
ideas on the proposed name change from General Education. He noted 
that he would feel more comfortable in dealing with this issue by going 
back to the College Senate's and obtaining further input on this topic. 
He stated that there were three issues that he felt needed to be dealt 
with and offered four strategies. The first issue being, do we do 
anything called "Liberal Arts" at UNI and why would we call something 
so well defined as "General Education" anything else. The phrase 
"Liberal Arts" goes back to two past Strategic Plans, 1996-2000 and 
2001-2006. The faculty and campus as a whole has accepted "Liberal 
Arts" as something we do at UNI, and it is the foundation of what we 
do. 
The four strategies he felt would be important for improving General 
Education are, 1) Improving the Image, Understanding and Motivation; 2) 
Course Pedagogy and Content; 3) Formal Curriculum; and 4) Coordination 
and implementation. In this, he was trying to indicate that it is not 
just a name change, that there are at least four strategies, some which 
have been initiated over the last couple years. 
Senator Ogbondah questioned if strategy #4 means the creation of an 
office or an coordinator. Provost Podolefsky stated that the General 
Education Committee recommended that there be a Director of General 
Education, and he feels that the academic control of General Education 
must remain with the Senate, and the Senate's General Education 
Committee. But just like in any department, there is usually some 
administrative coordination done to keep things running smoothly and 




Senator Zaman stated that he would like to take this back to the 
College Senate's. Senator Cooper stated that she felt the College 
Senate's should ask a member of the General Education Committee to meet 
with them to help clarify this issue. Chair Nelson noted that the 
General Education Committee should request this as well. 
Senator Couch Breitbach commented that she thought the General 
Education Committee had a representative from each of the colleges. 
Chair Nelson reported that they do but they apparently did not consult. 
Senator Zaman moved to table docket item 667 until Fall 2001; second by 
Senator Weeg. 
Fourteen voted for; one opposed. 
Motion carried. 
Chair Nelson will then write to each of the College Senates, as well as 
to the General Education Committee, indicating our action and that we 
will request in the fall that consultation take place. 
Provost Podolefsky noted that he would be pleased to visit with each of 
the College Senates as he feels they need to be fully informed. 
Comments followed regarding a timeline for this consultation and 
implementation of any changes. 
691 Receive and endorse a report from the Faculty Senate ad hoc 
committee on General Education. 
Motion to receive and endorse the report by Senator Utz; second by 
Senator Romanin. 
Committee member Dr. Kelly put together a proposal not to eliminate 
hours from the General Education program but to ask the various majors 
to find ways to personalize the offerings. Waivers are one of the ways 
the requirements can be personalized. He stated that there are no 
timelines and the majors are asked to report back to the Senate on what 
they are proposing to do. 
Senator Cooper noted that there were three categories, personalize, 
remove redundancies, and increased breadth, with removing redundancy 
being critical. 
Senator Power reported that at the recent College Faculty Council 
meeting it was noted the overwhelming sentiment was that the Capstone 
requirement be removed. He stated that there have been problems with 
it, it is difficult to staff, the experience is not comparable across 
the sections. He hoped that this would be looked at more closely in 





Motion to receive and endorse the report from the Faculty Senate ad hoc 
committee on General Education carried. 
Chair Nelson questioned Dr. Kelly that when this is sent forward 
whether it would be sent to college senates or to individual 
departments. Senator Utz noted that currently it is directed to the 
colleges. 
692 Request for Emeritus Status for Ronald E. Roberts, Department of 
Sociology, Anthropology, and Criminology, retirement effective June 30, 
2001, Lynda L. Goulet, Management Department, retirement effective May 
31, 2001, Gary Jon Hall, Communication Studies Department, retirement 
effective August 6, 2001, James G. Macmillan, Department of Chemistry, 
retirement effective May 18, 2001, and Joel W. Wells, Department of 
Design, Family and Consumer Sciences, retirement effective May 31, 2001 
Motion to approve by Senator Christensen; second by Senator Terlip. 
Motion passed. 
693 Approve a proposal from the General Education Committee and the 
Department of English providing options to satisfy the writing 
requirement for students with ACT English scores of 27 and above for a 
two-year trial period. 
Motion to approve by Senator Utz; second Senator Kelly. 
Dr. Jeff Copeland, Head of Department of English Language and 
Literature talked to the senate about the proposal. He stated that he 
is not here to push one way or the other on the proposal but to provide 
history and information as to how this all came about. He stated that 
in January 2001 a proposal was put forth to the Provost by the 
Department of English originally stating that "beginning with the Fall 
2001 academic term, it is suggested that for a trial period of two 
academic years all entering students with a score of 25 and above on 
the English portion of the ACT test be exempted from taking the 
required General Education course titled College Reading and Writing." 
He noted that his department has been working on this for about 1 1/2 
years, the area of the writing component in general education. In the 
late '70's, early '80's, at the high school level in Iowa, students 
were required to take only three years of English, none of which had to 
be writing instruction. As a result, students were coming to UNI with 
very poor abilities in the area of writing instruction. In the late 
'70's the Writing Competency Examination was introduced which was to 
measure the students abilities in writing. If students could not pass 
the exam, they would have to take a required writing course. Slightly 
over 50% of the students who came to UNI could not pass the Writing 
Competency Exam which was a 500 word expository essay. This was 
designed as an entrance test so that students that didn't have good 
writing abilities would then be required to take a writing course. 
Because the failure rate was so high for the test, it became an exit 
requirement where seniors were given priority to take the exam. In the 
mid-'80's it was decided that at the high school level, four years of 
English would be required to get into UNI with the fourth year being 
designated as writing instruction. Schools quickly fell into 
accordance with this. When the General Education program was initiated 
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in the mid-'80's, many schools still did not have the fourth year of 
writing instruction so College Reading and Writing was put into that 
General Ed package. 
Dr . Copeland noted that when you consider redundancy of experience, 
College Reading and Writing is redundant because that fourth year has 
been added at the high school level. He also stated that College 
Reading and Writing is a good program and that most college students 
would benefit from it but it is also expensive. The idea was that 
offering options would be on a two year trial basis only that would be 
evaluated at the end of that time. Options to College Reading and 
Writing is something that would have come about shortly but because of 
the budget situation now it has been pushed ahead. 
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The questions are, should any student be exempted, should they all take 
a writing experience regardless of their writing ability, should 
alternative means be provided so they can get that additional writing 
experience, or should options be provided. Dr. Copeland noted that 
what is being proposed is something that is educationally sound, but 
also fiscally responsible. 
Senator Power asked if it would be possible to take into account more 
than just the ACT score. There was a concern raised in the Business 
Faculty Council that it is not a measure of writing proficiency but a 
measure of a broader set of English skills. Would it possible to use 
the ACT score and a grade of an A or a B in the high school writing 
course to exempt. Dr. Copeland responded that they had not talked 
about it in those terms specifically. What they looked at was the 
correlation between the English ACT score and the overall ACT score and 
the correlation was 98%. He noted that looking at the ACT score and 
the high school grade would be a pretty close correlation. Senator 
Power noted that looking at both the score and grade would increase the 
face validity of the decision to exempt. 
Senator Terlip noted that that is the kind of thing that could be done 
in the two year evaluation. She also noted that she sits on the 
General Education Committee and wanted to share her rationale for 
voting against the proposal. She believes that the proposal before the 
Senate now would actually penalize the good students because they will 
not be able to complete their College Reading and Writing requirement 
their first semester because they are going to have to take the more 
advanced courses which will be filled with students who are already 
enrolled. Thus, they will be putting off that requirement until later 
which also means for many of them, they will not be able to declare 
their major unless the individual colleges waive that requirement. She 
also noted that it doesn't really meet the resource needs, it simply 
shifts the burden to other places in the university. The students will 
either take an advanced course in another department or take another 
advanced course in the English Department; either way, it is not 
exempting them on an educationally sound basis. Senator Terlip stated 
that if this is implemented for a two year period, and if it is 
evaluated, she sees no reason why the initial proposal cannot be tried 
for two years. 
Senator Cooper questioned if higher level classes can be opened for 
first year students. Dr. Copeland responded that there were 710 
,..-
r 
students with ACT scores 25 and above, based on last years statistics; 
350 with scores 27 and above. 
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Senator Weeg asked the correlation between those students receiving ACT 
scores of 25 and above and their College Reading and Writing grades. 
Dr. Copeland noted that they just looked at it in terms of the English 
score compared to the overall ACT score. Provost Podolefsky noted that 
he assumed it would be high but there are students who received very 
high math scores on the ACT and did poorly in the University's General 
Ed math course. 
Provost Podolefsky commented that he went to the ACT web site and 
looked up on their chart the kinds of skills relating to the scoring 
level. 
Dr. Copeland noted that the overall grades in College Reading and 
Writing are high by the nature of the course because it is 
individualized instruction. Those that are not succeeding usually drop 
out so the correlation will be tremendously high. 
Dr. Lynn Brant, Chair of the General Education Committee, noted that he 
was also on the General Education Committee when the General Education 
program was implemented in 1985, 1986, 1987. The intent at that time 
was that everyone coming through the program would be required to take 
both a mathematics and a writing course. At that time there were three 
writing courses and the students would take one depending on their 
background. The course of action that is now being discussed had the 
requirement that those with an ACT score of 26 and above were to take 
one of two other courses, Expository Writing or Critical Writing. It 
seems to have evolved that the College Reading and Writing course is 
the only one with a sufficient number of sections to accommodate 
students. And this is not what the original designers of the General 
Education Program had in mind. 
Dr. Brant also noted that when this proposal to waive College Reading 
and Writing was first reviewed by the General Education Committee the 
question arose as to whether the student would be exempt from three 
credits of General Education programming, does it mean that they don't 
take a writing course? The English Department was asked to clarify and 
they modified their proposal to what it is now. 
Dr. Copeland noted that as the proposal now stands, options to College 
Reading and Writing, taking other General Education courses such as 
Expository Writing or Critical Writing about Literature is not 
realistic because those are limited as the English Department cannot 
offer any more sections. 
Senator Terlip commented that approving the proposal would create a 
beauracratic nightmare as it would involve approving what is another 
writing intensive course if people cannot get in to these other 
courses. The options are endorsing this proposal, voting against it, 
or endorsing the English Department's initial proposal for a two year 
period. She proposed a substitute motion that the Senate endorse the 
English Department's initial request for a two year period with 
evaluation to waive the SA General Education requirement for students 
with an ACT score 25 or above. 
/"""' 
Second by Senator Utz. Motion to substitute the original motion 
passed. 
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Dr. Copeland noted that all of the items suggested in the substituted 
proposal will be looked at over the two year period should this pass as 
they are all very appropriate items to study. 
Senator Power asked if the cut off in the catalogue is 26 for students 
to be able to take higher level courses, which it is. He also asked 
if, administratively, it would be possible to look at high school 
grades in a writing class. Doug Koschmeder, Associate Registrar, 
responded that it would be up to Admissions as all transcripts go 
through Admissions. Senator Power questioned if taking into account 
the high school grade from a writing class could be part of the waiver 
process. 
Senator Rornanin noted that this option will go into effect this corning 
fall, Fall 2001, and the senate needs to be careful because orientation 
is close. If modifications are made without the data we could create 
some confusion in the minds of the advisors and students as to what the 
implications are of what we are trying to do. He noted that looking at 
an ACT score is a fairly simple measurement but adding taking into 
account high school grades, you then start to look at what high schools 
do we want to look at. 
Senator Kelly commented that Senator Power has a very good point but 
wondered if the two year period might not just be a time to reflect on 
whether to consider the high school writing grade, then add it in to 
the requirements. 
Senator Terlip noted that there was a similar kind of study, a 
additional test of grammar, spelling, and punctuation, for some of the 
journalism majors in Communication Studies. They attempted to run 
data, looking at high school English scores, ACT scores, and College 
Reading and Writing grades, and that it took almost six months to 
really put all the pieces together. She stated that she felt this is 
something that needs to be done but it is not feasible in the time 
frame available. 
Senator Cooper asked if it was discovered that in the fall that is was 
something that should have been done in the summer, you could come back 
next year with suggestions? 
Dr. Ken Baughman, English Department, noted that the proposal from the 
General Education Committee reflects the language in the current 
catalogue, that the two courses 620:015 and 620:034 are recommended for 
students with a combination ACT score in English and Reading of 54, an 
average of 27. Thus, 27 is used as the figure at which they base their 
recommendation. He also offered clarification on this issue, noting 
that Dr. Copeland's point specifying exemption from 620:005 College 
Reading and Writing, but that Senator Terlip's proposal referred to 
General Education category SA. It could be of consequence and value 
for the Senate to be clear on the wording of the motion. 
Chair Nelson noted that Dr. Baughman was correct, that the motion she 
was given specifically mention the course College Reading and Writing. 
-
Clarification was asked for as to the General Education category 5A. 
Senator Terlip noted that category 5A also included Critical Writing 
and Expository Writing. She noted that if just College Reading and 
Writing is approved, then students still have to take one of the other 
two. What she proposed is to waive the whole category. 
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Dr. Reginald Green, from Academic Advising Services, commented that if 
this motion were to pass, he would be the one burdened with trying to 
implement and explain it. He noted that he would like to speak against 
the motion from the stand point that attempting to exempt students from 
one category of General Education, what does that mean for the other 
categories? Does it mean we must shift the burden to those other areas 
of General Education where we have a limited number of seats? The 
other consideration is for those students whose profiles are at the 
upper end of the ACT performance scores and are many times likely to 
have been dual enrolled in a college writing class. Many of those 
students would feel that they are being left out, having feelings of 
'why did I do this?' There would also be confusion for the students 
already on campus. A student with an lower ACT score might want to re-
take it to get a higher score, and will that be allowed? The message 
that will be sent is that by taking a standardized test, you are able 
to write at a college level. Isn't it more of the skills and 
experience that we are wanting for these students? 
Senator Weeg questioned the need for immediacy, why not attempt a type 
of phase-in program. 
Senator Cooper noted that the need must be financial because there are 
a lot of unfilled slots to teach College Reading and Writing. Is the 
burden financial, do we have the faculty to teach them? 
Dr. Copeland responded that this was something the Department had been 
working towards and the recent budget concerns prompted it at this 
time. As enrollment has increased they have had to in turn, increase 
the number of sections to service those students. There is currently 
a backlog of approximately 750 students waiting to take this course, 
and who are probably being kept from getting into major and minor 
programs because they haven't had this experience which is required. 
This is something that has been going on for a number of years. The 
English Department offers between 42 and 45 sections of College Reading 
and Writing every semester and that number has risen geometrically 
through the years. 
Senator Romanin commented that he is concerned about the suggestion 
that a decision will be made based on resources. When requirements 
have been raised, it has often been done to send messages to the high 
schools and other institutions about quality or the importance of a 
particular discipline, skill, or field. When we begin to modify them 
you have to be careful as to what message we are sending. As a high 
school junior taking the ACT, if I get a 27, do I need to take that 
writing course my fourth year? 
Dr. Copeland noted on the education side of this issue, that the need 
for the fourth year writing course in high school is no longer there as 
was originally planned with College Reading and Writing being required. 
This change to accept the higher ACT scores is something that the 
department would have come up with as an educationally sound decision 
,.. 
........ 
over a course of time. But the budget situation prompted the speed of 
which this carne up. 
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Provost Podolefsky noted that the fact that something has a budgetary 
impact should not be held against it. If it was intended for 
pediological reasons, it also might have an impact. Regarding the 
backlog of students waiting for this course, there may be students who 
have a deep need for this writing course, who are now juniors and 
haven't been able to get in because the seats are taken by students 
with a 30 ACT score. He would prefer to see those students who need it 
most have that course in their first year before they get on to other 
things. His assumption from the proposal that if one waives the three 
hours required in communication essentials, that that doesn't get added 
to the rest of the general education curriculum, its just that that 
person had three hours of other good university courses that they can 
take. This would not necessarily, to his mind, add the credits on to 
some other already burdened Gen Ed course but allow the students some 
electives, which he believes is a good thing. 
Senator Power stated that he remembered from two weeks ago that someone 
had looked at the different ACT levels and the number of students 
impacted at each level, and asked that those numbers be reviewed. 
Dr. Copeland responded that at 25 and above, exempts about one-third of 
the entering class, 710-720 students; at 27 and above, it's about 350 
students; at 28 and above, it's about 210 students. 
Senator Power continued, noting that the idea that students can meet 
general education requirements through testing is well established. Is 
it possible to combine the ACT score with a short departmental exam, 
and give three credit hours to the students instead of exempting them? 
Dr. Copeland responded that that is what the writing competency 
examination was, and it very quickly became an exit examination. 
Because of the number of students involved, it was very difficult. 
Senator Power clarified that they would have to have an ACT score of 
25, 27 and above, and pass the short writing exam, and then they would 
get three credit hours. It would not be an exit requirement, it would 
be a means of gaining three credit hours if their ACT score justified 
the short writing exam, rather than making that available to all 
students who enter the university. 
Dr. Copeland noted that that was tried prior to his appointment as 
department head, more than six years ago, and that it failed. He is 
unsure as to the reason why it didn't work but noted that it would be 
something to study as time goes on. However, his experience with 
programs such as that suggested have not been real positive. 
Senator Power stated that in the College of Business they have a 
requirement that students take College Reading and Writing, 620:05, 
before they can be admitted to the College of Business. He's not sure 
how the exemption would work in terms of the College of Business. 
Senator van Wormer stated that she wanted to speak in favor of the 
proposal. She commented that we stress too much the mechanics of 




She would be in favor of students taking all kinds literature courses, 
for all the students. She noted that for students to take a writing 
course in high school and take another writing course in college is 
very redundant, especially for the very capable students. 
Senator Terlip commented that all the things that Senator Power is 
proposing would be wonderful things to look at during that two year 
period. At this point, we don't know what that add-on benefit is for 
those students and that's what could be measured. She strongly 
endorses the proposal. 
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Senator Romanin asked Dr. Baughman if there was a point in time when 
the high schools were not offering good, solid writing requirements, 
and part of our incentive to increase our requirements was to help 
encourage students to take more English and formal writing at the high 
school level. And if there is redundancy now, its time to recognize 
that. We are sending messages, and we should be well educated on those 
messages to both our own students about writing and to our secondary 
schools when we make these kind of changes. 
Senator Weeg commented that whatever the fate of this proposal, the 
Provost raised a good point about the students who's ACT scores are 
rather low. She is as concerned about those students who are admitted, 
and have to wait until their junior year to take College Reading and 
Writing. She would ask that that be looked at also within the two year 
period; how can we as an institution, help to guarantee that those 
students who would benefit from the instruction get it when they need 
it, before their junior year. As a librarian, she's seen the impact of 
those students who are in their senior year and have never had to write 
a paper. 
Provost Podolefsky stated that he appreciates the concern shown. These 
classes of College Reading and Writing can only have about 20 students 
to be effective and they have crept up to 28. If nothing else happens, 
if we can keep these classes to 20 who really need them, as opposed to 
28, we might be doing something very good for all the rest of the 
courses they have to take. The message should be that if you already 
know this, we're not going to force you to take it again just because 
we have a rule. And it follows exactly with this proposal, if you know 
this material and have demonstrated through this mechanism, we're not 
going to put you through it again. We look at outcomes, as well as 
just seat time. 
Dr. Cawelti noted that he was in the group that designed the original 
writing course, Intro to College Writing, along with Dr. Copeland, 
Evelyn Wood and Grace Ann Hovet. After the course was designed, a 
letter was sent to every high school English teacher in the state that 
explained the content of the course and a lot of them began to redesign 
their writing courses to fit what we were doing. So not only have the 
students had a writing course, they had that specific writing course in 
high school. So it is redundant for some of the better students. 
Senator Power questioned if the rule for allowing students to take 
620:015 and 620:035 was a combined score of 54 on the Reading and 
English ACT scores. Dr. Baughman noted that it is not a formal rule 
but a recommendation. Dr. Power stated that he would like to make an 




two years so we could study those students between 25 and 27. That 
would reduce the pool by about half. 
Dr. Copeland stated that he was not going to speak either way on this 
because he is flattered that the Senate thinks so highly about the 
writing experience. Twenty-five and above compared to 27 and above 
cuts it in half, which would increase the number of writing sections 
needed each year by 15. 
Senator Power noted that another way to look at it would be that it 
decreases the number of writing sections needed each year by 15. 
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Senator Utz commented that he is not really concerned about the 
students who would like to take an additional writing course during 
their college years, because they can. What this proposal allows is 
that if they don't have to take the three hours for College Reading and 
Writing they may go ahead and take any of these other writing courses 
that are on the books. At that point it becomes in part an advising 
problem when new students coming to UNI express desire to take a class 
or the advisor feels that such a class would be helpful, that the 
student is still in a position to do that, with that additional three 
hours available because they did not take 260:005. He noted that he is 
in favor of the proposal as it stands. 
Senator Terlip questioned Dr. Copeland that they selected 25 because 
that is some sort of national standard. Dr. Copeland noted that that 
is the number used by most schools. She noted that that is 
pedagogically sound and why raise the standards for a two year period, 
we can always do that later as we don't know at this point. 
Senator Power responded that he was looking at it as we have already 
set one standard for saying they would not have to take :005, they 
could take higher level courses and yet now we are going to set another 
standard. He noted that a number of schools have two writing classes 
and at Iowa State the students that score better go on to take the 
second course and they get credit automatically for the first one if 
their ACT scores are above a certain level. 
Dr. Copeland stated that if you lower it from 27 to 25, that opens up 
the possibility to offer other sections of the other courses so there 
would be spaces in those other courses for the students who needed 
them. With the proposal that was on the table first at 27, there was 
no way that the English Department could offer more sections of the 
higher level writing courses. But if you lower the number of sections, 
then you open up other possibilities. 
Dean Lubker added that he believes it is very appropriate what Dr. Utz 
noted, letting these students that are already good writers have the 
opportunity to go on and do something that makes better use of those 
three credits. But taking those students out of the writing course, we 
allow ourselves to get the numbers of students in the writing course 
back down to where it should be. 
Provost Podolefsky noted that during his administration, one of the 
general things he's tried to live by is that the experts in an area 
should have the most say about certain things. To some degree, he 




coming back and changing it as they need be. He is particularly 
impressed with the English Department saying we think we can do some 
good work here. 
Chair Nelson asked for a show of hands for all those in favor of the 
proposal, the substitute motion that the Senate endorse the English 
Department's initial request for a two year period with evaluation to 
waive the SA General Education requirement for students with an ACT 
score 25 or above. 
Substitute motion passed. 
Motion to adjourn by Senator Ogbondah. 
Second by Senator Utz. Motion carried. 
Meeting adjourned at 5:13 p.m. 
Submitted by 
Dena Snowden, Faculty Senate Secretary 
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